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Mr., Roger Patterson
Regional Oirector
United States Dept. of ~he Interior
8ur.eau o? Reclamation
Mid=Pacific Regional Off?ice
2800 .Cot rage Way

DELIVERED VIA FAC~’IMILE                                    -

Oear

I am writing to express, considerable concern with the Bureau
ReclamatJon’s p~ans to construct an4 operate tho =o called "Pilot

a£ the Red Blu~f Diversion Oam. I ~ writing on behal~
Taxpayers ~or Salmon Presscvation, as w~ll as the Red
Slu~/Tehama County Chamber ~

i. ) several options.are available ?or improving ?ish

Red Bluff Diversion Oam have not been properly evaluated and/or
rspo r ~ed.

We are d~ply ~roubl~d that ~he huse amount of money
~nstalIing ~h~ "Pilot Pumping Plan~" and ultimately ~he p~rmanen=
pumping plan~ Es no~ beEng expende4 ~irmctly on ~Imon habitat
o~her m£t£gating m~asurem, but on another g~gant£c const~ction
projec~ £n and around ~h~ Sacramento ~iver, c~rtainly
the~chinook salmon. ~n that, ~he KnvEronmental Qssessmen~
(dra#t) is grossly inadequate as an environmental impach s~udy,
both during constructEon and operation phases.

Service. Sur~r[s.ingly, unaqimo~s agr~om~nt ex£=tad
predation was th~ number on~ i~pa=tin@ .fa~to~ on ~almon at the
R~d Bluff ~iversion. Dam. Equa~ly surprising ~as the

l~t f~r months of th~ y~a~.) which =ould ~h~d =on~derabl~
light on th~ ¯impact predation~ur~n~ly has on juv~n~l~ ~almon.
Further. the ~. (draft) d~es no~ adequately addr~
probabl~ predation a~o~iat~d-~ith ~h~ "Pilot
and around ~re~ning a~a~, 10uver~d ar~a~, juvenile re~urn

’̄ bypasses or within pr~-canal, at@as (i.e. de:silting basins)
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N~r-urally. these concerns are magnified Nhen considering the
permanent archimedes ,~cre~ pumps°.

in ins~zlling the "Pilot Pumping Pl~n~" ?or purpo~e~ o{. re~l
biological evaluation. .I~ ~eems ~ery unlikely that.
Recl~ation c~rrently b~lie~es th~ any re~l ~nalysis o{ the
"Pilot Pum~n~ Plant" Hould or could tzke pl~ce between 0ct.ober
1993 (OFojected operational date} and February 199~ (scheduled
deci~5on ~o be made on th~ Red Bluf~ DEver~Eon Dam Permanent.

I. Al~er existing f~sh ~adders Lo m=ke them more zccessible/
attrzC~i~e tO upstream m~grzmt~.

2. Ev=lu~te the effec~ b~ "gaLes uh" 0per=tion~ on
populations an~ ulLim~te ~uvenil= s~Im~n imp=c~.

3. ~v~luate the e~fectivene~ of new juvenile bypass

4. Install an acc~.~t~ adulE winter-run counting
(possibly sonar) to evaluate th: true s~tus of the species.

~rom Red Bluff Dive.ion O~m~’oper~tions ~s well a~ other
comp~bl.e d~m op~r~t~on~.

¯ Because the~e are some very 5ntelligent" people around concerned
"aboo~ the fate of ~h~ salmon, and also ~ncerned ~out the
Bureau’s modus Operandi~ ~here are "doubtless other, cost
effective and species effective, structural ~nd/or operat[onal
alterations that could be very’effective at the Red Bluff
Diversion Dam. We would urge the Bureau to actively pursue any
realistic, re~o~able and short ra.nge programs designed
preserve the salmon "in the Sacramento River.

Mo~t

~an Rob~aon "
Co-Ch~i r

co: ~ohn Koeberer.
S~ck T~yl o r ....
C~rol ~akamo to                                                                ..
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